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To MARIA de FLEURY. 


Mapan, 


AVING read with much attention your 
little pamphlet, entitled, A LETTER ro 
THE Rev. Ms. HunTinGTon,” I find myſelf 
much diſpoſed to anſwer it; for I am well per- 
ſuaded, as a miniſter of Jeſus Chriſt, Mr. H. 
has work ſufficient upon his hands, and of greater 
moment than to notice an addreſs to him from a 
nameleſs author, introduced under the ſpecious 
appearance of canDou. 

The unfairneſs of your treatment, and the 
odium that you have attempted to caſt on his 
miniſtry under that flattering title, appears much 
worſe to me than what you are pleaſed to charge as 
ſpleen in him, I conſider myſelf, Madam, as 
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one of your own ſex, though I can always find 
a willing boldneſs to ſpeak in defence of truth, 
T alſo think myſelf particularly juſtifiable in re- 
turning you this anſwer ; becauſe I firmly believe 
God's making choice of him as an inſtrument of 
good to me, in preference to others, has ſtirred 
up the prejudice of theſe elder ſons of Iſrael, and 
brought the reſentment of this great combina- 
tion upon him. I can aſſure you that I know 


ſeveral of thefe gentlemen, perhaps better than you 


do, and whom I am well convinced, from their | 
own mouths, are ſtrangers to God, and the kill- 
ing power of his law. Since it has pleaſed God 


to ſet my ſoul at liberty, I have converſed with 


one of that ſociety, who abſolutely could not 
give a reaſon of the hope that was in him: and 
from the lives and conduct of others of the ſame 
aſſociation, whom I am well acquainted with, I 
have much reaſon to doubt their experience of a 
ſpiritual change agreeable to the word of truth, 


or their ever having received of God the meſſage . 


they take upon themſelves to deliver; but rather 


view them as ſtumbling upon the dark mountains, 


with the old vail upon their heart, and therefore 
may juſtly be called miniſters of the letter, inſtead 


of evangeliſts, I aſk, Madam, your reaſon 


for not putting your name to what you have 
written? Are you fond of ſtabbing people in 


the dark? Or was you fearful of the Ighi making 
maniſe * the hypocriſy couched under the word 


Candour, 


So 
Candour, when expoſed to public view ? Or was 
you aſhamed of the cauſe you had eſpouſed ? Or 
afraid of the perſon you oppoſed? For my parts» 
I ſhall not act thus; for I am not aſhamed of the 
glorious goſpel of Chriſt, nor unwilling to com- 
municate what God has revealed to my heart; 
nor have I the ſmalleſt objection to have my 
name at full length at the concluſion of what I am 
now writing. I add further, that as I diſapprove 
of ſkulking writers, I have taken the liberty of 
putting your name alſo to my addreſs to you. 
As you charge my Father with having “ your 
* motto out of ſight, and out of mind, when he 
<« wrote the Plaſterer;” ſo I think my motto was 
out of your ſight and mind when you penned 
your addreſs to him ; for had you conſidered it, 
and been obedient to it as a poſitive rule for you, 
you would not have uſurped authority over the 
man, nor have pretended to teach, but have kept 
ſilence, 1 Tim. ii. 12. But it is eaſy for ſome to 
give rules who live in avowed breach of them, 
or to bind burdens on others which themſelves 
never touch. If miniſters * weapons are not 
« carnal, but ſpiritual,” as you affirm, they can 
ſtand in no need of women's tongues, which are 
; bur unruly members at beſt; and as it is 2 pro- 5 
miſe that good men ſhall be hid from the ſcourge- 
of the tongue, Job v. 21. it is a proof to me that 
it is more of a carnal weapon than a piritual 
one, eſpecially when *cis to injure a goſpel mi- 
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19 | 
niſtry, or to ſlander thoſe that you own are ſent - 
of God, You obſerve, that A good cauſe 
e vindicated in a bad manner, always loſes ground.” 
This, Madam, is unſcriptural; and as I love 
Bible language, I do not admit of the term. 
This is a cant phraſe I have often heard; but it 
is like many more of the ſchool quiddities, a mere 
ſound without a meaning, an apparent ſomething 
that means nothing: for the cauſe of truth is a 
good cauſe, and the beſt of cauſes; and the cauſe 
of truth is God's cauſe, and a cauſe that God 
will never give out of his own hands. He will 
vindicate his own cauſe himſelf, therefore it ſhall 
never loſe ground. Satan's cauſe, or an erro-. 
neous cauſe, ſhall and will loſe ground, though 
it be vindicated in the beſt manner, 


At firſt view, a ſimple reader might judge by 
your letter that you was a friend of Mr. Hunt- 
ington's, and one that reſpects his miniſtry, By 

your gentle reproofs, ſeeming council, kind cau- 
tions, and pretended candour, a perſon might 
alſo imagine that you was ſenſibly grieved ar his 
conduct. But a diſcerning eye may caſily pene- 
trate the intention of this wife of Jeroboam, though 
ſhe feigns berſelf to be another, 1 Kings xiv. 6, L 
Her whole drift is, to repreſent Mr. H as an 
erroneous man, and one of a bad ſpirit, and ſo 
exhibit him as a carnal preacher of falſchood ; 
for if his heart is filled with ſpleen, and he ad- 


vances errors, as ſhe aſſerts, what can her drift 
| be, 


SS 
be, but to injure the miniſtry that he has received 
of God, and that God has been pleaſed to own - 
and bleſs to hundreds, if not to thouſands, in a 
moſt conſpicuous manner ? 


As I do not make any pretenſions to appear as 
a divine in orders, I ſhall not adopt your method 
of uſing heads - but that which I think better be- 
comes women, I ſhall propoſe a few queries to 
you, and requeſt an anſwer confirmed by the 


oracles of God. 


Query 1. Whether a uſeful miniſter of Jeſus 
Chriſt (who, without giving any offence), when 
charged in the public pulpit, of being of “ a 
blood-thirſty ſpirit; one that wouldz- if it was 
not for the laws of this country, ſwim this metro» 
polis with blood ; one that takes texts that a wiſe 
man would be aſhamed of, and that modeſt men 
would bluſh at.” This was delivered at Mr. T.'s 
meeting-hovſe. at Rotherhithe, in the hearing of 
ſeveral friends who are ready to atteſt it, and 
was confirmed by my brother's acknowledging 
to me, in the preſence of a gentleman, that 
„Mr. H. was the man levelled at. I aſk, If a 

miniſter of Chriſt, who is a public character, be 
thus reproached without any juſt cauſe, and be 
called Antinomian, Sophiſt, cunning, player 
with arguments, twiſter of ſcripture, dangerous 
man, blood- thirſty, ſeditious, ſower of diſcord, 
and party ſpirited, whether he has Not a right, 

| A 4 nay, 


1 
nay, whether it is not his duty, to defend his mi- 
niſtry, his doctrine, his life, his character, and 


the cauſe he eſpouſes, in as public a way, and 


with as much authority and ſharpneſs, as the baſe, 
iniquitous practices of ſuch people require? Paul 
lays, Thoſe that fin openly, rebuke them before all 
that others may fear, 

Query 2. Whether your paſſing over in Glence 


the public reproaches unjuſtly caſt on Mr. Hunt- 


ington, and laying all the blame upon the de- 
fendant, who only defended his own character 
and miniſtry, omitting to ſpeak of the excellent 
doctrine and divinity the piece contains, whether 


this be conſiſtent with that candour you profeſs 


(and it 1s evident only profeſs) ? whether this be 
acting without partiality, and without kypocriſy, or 
agreeable to the Saviour's rule, that you ſeem to 
be ſuch an advocate for, and obſerver of ? ſeeing 


the Lord ſays, Wo unto bim through whom the of- 


fence (or ſlander) cometh, I aſk, from what part 
of God's word you, as a woman, have found au- 
thority to take up your pen, and act as arbitrator 
and commander in chief in defence of an hoſt of 
men and if the title they aſſume be applicable 
to themſelves, they are the Lord's hoſt—but who 


is this chief ſpeaker in and among them? Who 


is this mighty Deborah, that reads in the highways 


unoccupied? Who is this teacher of the rulers ? 
when Paul declares, hat it is a ſhame for women 


to ſpeak in the church, 1 Cor. xiv. 33. And in the 
verſe 


TT 14 
verſe preceding he ſays, Let hour women keep filence 
in the churches , for it is not permitted unto them to 
ſpeak, But, alas! the wiſe man's ſaying is veri- 
fied, Every fool will be meadling, Prov. xx. 3. The 
apoſtle had ſome ſuch to trouble him in his days, 
whom he ſtyles idle, wandring about from houſe to 
houſe; and not only idle, but tatlers alſo, and buſy bodies, 
1 Tim. v. 13. meddling with thoſe things which 
did not concern them. 

Query 3. Whether there does not appear the 
ſpirit of truth, the ſpirit of power, and the ſpirit 
of underſtanding, in Mr. Huntington's book ? 
If ſo, whether treating the whole book (without 
any notice of theſe things) as the effects of a bad 
ſpirit, be not a hypocritical and dangerous way 
of writing? and whether a flanderous diſcourſe 
proved to be contrary to the oracles of God, can 
be the effects of a good ſpirit, or whether a ſpirit 
of lies and flander is to be defended before the 
ſpirit of truth? The ſcriptures aver, that @ man 
of underſtanding is of an excellent ſpirit, Prov. xvii. 
27. A man that publicly flanders a miniſter of 
Chriſt, without any provocation, and preaches 
falſe doctrines in order to injure him, is but a 
miniſter of confuſion and falſchood at beſt, and 
we know that God is not the author of confuſion, but 
Satan 1s, If your meekneſs and candour lead 
you to vindicate him who fruſtrates the grace of 
God, ſurely your bowels of compaſſion ought to 
be moved for him who contends for it. Bur it is 
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in this according to the old proverb, Chacun a 
ſen ſemblable. As you preſume Mr. H. to be ig- 
norant of the Latin, I take it for granted that 
you are ranked among the claſſics. If fo, a 
French phraſe cannot offend, much leſs puzzle 
or confound, 

Query 4. Whether Paul made uſe of that 
* meckneſs and gentleneſs” you recommend to 
Mr. Huntington, to thoſe that accuſed him, and 
preached legal doctrine to overthrow his? and 
whether you might not repreſent Paul as full of 
bitterneſs and ſpleen as my Reverend and Vene- 
rable Father; ſeeing he calls his accuſers falſe 


_ apoſtles, deceitful workers, transforming themſelves 


into the likeneſs of the apoſtles of Chriſt ; miniſters of Sa- 
tan, whoſe end ſhall be according to their works, 
2 Cor. xi. 13. 15. vain janglers, 1 Tim. i. 6. 
traitors, heady, high-minded, men- pleaſers, deſpiſers 
of thoſe that are good, leaders and conquerors of filly 
women, evil men, — and ſeducers, 2 Tim. iii. 4. 6. 


13. ſounding braſs, and tinkling cymbals, 1 Cor. xiii. 


i. I intreat yoftir Reverence to read the 4th 
chapter of Paul's ſecond epiſtle to Timothy, and 
five firſt verſes, and ſee whether his exhortation 
to his darling ſon be not needfu], and applicable 
to many in the preſent day, though perſons that 
have itching ears may wiſh to overturn it, or ſet it 
aſide. „„ | | 5 
I aſk, if there be any thing that you have 


extracted from my Father's pamphlet, which you 
are 


V. 

are pleaſed to term the effects of ſpleen and bit- 
terneſs, ſo harſh, ſevere, and degrading as the 
above phraſes of Paul, which he applied to his 
accuſers and legal oppoſers; and whether oppoſ- 
ing and expoling an accuſer of the juſt, and a 
teacher of falſchood, be not a good work that 
the Lord commends rather than a bad one; for 
as good works are to be commended, ſo bad 
ones are to be condemned by Miſdom's children ; 
we are commanded to take heed what we hear, 
Mark iv. 24. and miniſters are to try the Spirits, 
whether they. are of God, 1 Joha 111. 1. and are 
commended for ſo doing know thy works; and 
thy labour, and thy patience, and how thou canſt not 
bear them that are evil, and thou haſt tried them 
which ſay they are Apoſiles | or evangeliſts], and are 
not, and haſt found them liars, Rev. 11. 2. 


Query 3. Whether Mr. Huntington be cul- 
pabie for ſtyling his falſe accuſer a Mopzan 
PLASTERER, as the word of God calls a man 
that ſees vanity, and divines lies, a dauber with un- 
tempered mortar, Ezek. xiii. 10. becauſe, even be- 
cauſe they have ſeduced my people, ſaying peace, when 
there was no peace, and one built up a wall and lo 
otbers daubed it with untempered mortar : which I 
take to mean rough plaſtering, done by one not 
qualified to do the work properly ;—a flovenly 
workman, which the vulgar in country villages 
call a builder with wartle and dab; ſuch daubers 
and daubings the ron compare a falſe 

preacher 
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preacher and a legal people to, and threaten 


both the builder and the building with eternal 


ruin together, Ezek. xiii. 15, 16. 

Query 6. Might you not repreſent the bleſſed 
Saviour himſelf, and the whole ſcriptures, in as 
unfavourable a light as you have repreſented my 
Father and his pamphlet bythis candid mode of yours 


Il mean by paſſing over unnoticed the excellent 
_ divinity of the Bible, and culling out a few ex- 


preſſions for the purpoſe of vilifying the author 


and injuring his miniſtry. Suppoſe a ſtranger to 


the Bible, and ro the Saviour, was to aſk you 
what you thought of that bleſſed book and its 


divine author, and you was pleaſed to adopt this 


method of yours in anſwer to them, Why, ſay you, 
Jeſus was very bitter and rancorous, he called 
Herod the king a fox, Luke xin. 32, and the 
venerable Scribes children in the market place, 


calling to their fellows abcut piping and dancing ; he 


called the Phariſees graves that appeared not— 
ftrainers at gnats, and ſw¾allowers of camels — devour- 
ers of widows houſes—children of their father the 
devil —ſerpents, vipers—ſervants of mammon, and 


ſaid they ſhouid not eſcape ihe damnation of bell 


thus according to your mode, Madam, you 


might repreſent the Bible itſelf, and its bleſſed 


Author, in as bad a light as you have attempted 
in your candour to repreſent my ſpiritual Father 
and his book. You will object, and ſay, the 
Plaſterer is a goſpel miniſter, but the Phariſees 

that 
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that the Saviour rebuked were enemies to the 
truth; to which I anſwer, I believe the Phariſees 
life and doctrine were full as conſiſtent with the 
ſcriptures as his is, which I have long been a 
living witneſs of. 

Query 7. Whether that which you call evil 
in Mr. H. be not the ſame in you? You accuſe 
him of taking a © few ſcraps” out of the Plaſ- 
terer's ſermon in preference to tranſcribing the 
whole, while you have done worſe by his book, 
for you have not mentioned one doctrine in it, 
but only picked out that which you thought 
would injure him in the work of the Lord; when 
thou teacheſt another, teacheſt thou not thyſelf alſo? 


Query 8. Whether there be any thing in the 
worlt fragment that you have abridged from Mr. 
Huntington's book that is unſcriptural, or in- 
applicable to a falſe accuſer, who has denied his 
profeſſion as a Methodiſt Preacher, and attempt- 
ed to get into Clare-hall, Cambridge, in diſ- 
guiſe, when God permitted him to be diſcovered, 
and the heads of the college to turn him out on 
account of his former profeſſion ; this, Madam, 
is a truth—apply it to his conſcience, and ſee 
whether he can contradict it—'tis now too pub- 
licly known for that; whether this unſucceſsful 
ſtep can be any part of the divine rule that he 
contends for, ſeeing miniſters are commanded to 
abide in their calling, wherein they are called, 1 Cor. 
vii. 20, For my me I think a man that can do 
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this, is, ting to Mr, H.'s aſſertion, fit for 
any thiug but a preacher of Chriſt, and a pro- 
fefſion of his name; Peter, who denied his pra- 
feſſion in the High Prieſt's palace, brought a 
diſgrace; and he that denies his profeſſion to be- 


come an high prieſt, can never be ſaid to bear 


the badge of them that are never to be called 


Rabbi, rabbi, but to be ſervants of all. I muſt 
_ confeſs I am greatly enlightened into the myſtery 


of che Plaſterer's contention for the ten com- 
mandments as the only rule of life, ſeeing his 


conduct is ſo diametrically oppoſite to every goſpel 


rule laid down by Chriſt and his apoſtles, for 

miniſters and profeſſors of the goſpel to walk by. 
As I am but a babe in grace, I cannot pretend 
to ſay what rules the law of Moſes allows him, 


| but as he was nothing but a poor illiterate jour- 
neyman plaſterer in his former calling, and ſo 


profoundly ignorant at preſent (of divine things) 


as not to know law from goſpel, I cannot find 


one text in all the New Teſtament that counte- 
nances his parſonic appearance in long robes— 
his uſe of the eſtabliſhed form of prayer—his 
denying his profeſſion to find favour in the eyes 


of them that hate God—his public ſlander of 


thoſe that he evidently ſaw God owned and 
honoured, together with his light, vain, and 
reviling converſation, which I have ſo often 
heard and condemned, and which has been ſuch, 


that one of the combination declared to me that 
he 


| 1 

he was aſhamed to countenance him, and that 
| his-life and conduct alſo were ſuch they did not 
like to preach for him, becauſe they could not 
with propriety pray for him; if the perſon reads 
this pamphlet who told me theſe things, he will 
perfectly remember it. As I ſaid before, I do 
not know what rules the law allows him, but 
this I will affirm, that the whole of his miniſtry 
and conduct appears diametrically oppoſite to 
every part and every word of the New Teſtament, 
and to every part of the Redeemer's conduct. 


I have obſerved every particular of thoſe frag- 
ments that you have collected out of my Father's 
book, and I can hardly find an unſcriptural ex- 
preſſion in all that you are pleaſed to call ran- 
cour, ſpleen, and bitterneſs. You ſeem offended 
with the honour of Enigbtbocd conferred on the 
Clare-hall ſtudent, which does not appear un- 
ſeriptutal, ſeeing we read of Sir, of Ham, and 
of the land of Ham, of cottiſh, or effeminate men, 
and of barren ſouls; and if it be true what Mr, 
Huntington declares of his ſermon, as I really 
believe it is, he certainly is Barren of light and 
life. 

The term “ conſecrated bowl of negus“ is 
certainly unſcriptural; but as there are ſeveral 
living witneſſes that my Father took that particu- 
lar from what he ſaw, and others heard, in a 
certain veſtry, which his candour would never 

1 1 | have 
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have led him to make public, if the jovial com- 
pany had not brought him in at every turn, as 


the Philiſtines did Samſon, to make ſport for the 
combination. All that Mr. H. has ſaid about 


his qualifications for ſlandering, and diſqualifica- 
tions for the miniſtry, he has proved in his book; 
and thoſe that are converſant with him may eaſily 
prove the fame by his conduct; therefore you 
ought to make a diſtinction, as- Paul did, be- 


tween a /abcurer in the vineyard, and thoſe that 


ſerve not our Lord Feſus Chriſt, but their own bellies, 
There is a material difference between a labourer 
in the vineyard, and a little fox that ſpoils the 
vines, Cant. ii. 15. Mr. Huntington has never 
denied, but publiſhed to the world, what he was 
as a ſinner, and what by profeſſion—a ccal-beàver, 
a cobler, and a gardener, &c, He might add, a 
{inner ſaved—and I add, an excellent divine. He 


has publiſhed alſo how he was called of God, 


how commiſſioned, and how ſent out to preach : 
nor did he run from his profeſſion of coal-heav- 
ing, &c. without a call from God as the plaſterer 
did ; but abode in his laborious calling, and went 
on with his miniſtry, till it pleaſed God to em- 
ploy him fully in his vineyard. Therefore you 
ought not to compare ſuch a man to an uncom- 
miſſioned dauber with untempered mortar, who has 
ſtarted from the hod, uncalled, unqualified, un- 
ſent, unordained, into the affected orders of an 
eſtabliſhed divine; and made a confeſſion in a 

public 
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public court of judicature, that he was the Re- 
verend Mr. C. of Clare Hall, Cambridge, when he 
only ſtrutted about there (with a three cornered 
hat) for a few days, till they found him out. Tis 
well known that he has never given any account 
to the church of God, either of. his converſion to 
God, or of his miſſion or commiſſion from him, 
nor of his qualification from Clare Hall; unleſs 
you call his ſhameful detection, and diſmiſſion 
from thence, his taking up his degrees as a maſter 
of arts. If you can juſtify ſuch a man as this 
(for publicly ſlandering thoſe that you own are 
ſent of God) juſt for the ſake of picking up a 
few pence, you are one of Solomon's pliable ones, 
that for one morſel of bread would tranſgreſs. 

I cannot ſee any fault in Mr, H.'s treatment 
of him, conſidering he has ridiculed him for ſa 
many years for want of ſchool learning (and 
many times in my hearing), when Mr, H. has 
proved him as ignorant of grammar as himſelf; 
and I believe he is a perfect ſtranger to the di- 
vine teachings of God's ſpirit, which alone can 
make a man a miniſter of Chriſt, ſeeing they are 
called miniſters of the Spirit, not of the letter; for 
the letter killeth, but the Spirit giveth life, 2 Cor. 
iii. 6. 

I ſee no great fault in Mr. H. 's attempt to 
ſhave the downy beards of his young accuſers. 
To you it may appear ſtrange, but to me it ſeems 


ſcriptural ; and I take it for granted that he 
B meant 
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meant it in a ſpiritual ſenſe. And thou, ſon of 
man, take thee a ſharp knife, take thee a barber's 
razor, and cauſe it to paſs upon thine head, and upon 
thy beard ; then take thee balances to weigh, and di- 
vide the hair. Thcu ſhalt burn with fire a third part 
in the midſt of the city, when the days of the ſiege are 
fulfilled; and. thou ſhalt take a third part, and ſmite 
about it with a knife; and a. third part thou ſhalt 
ſcatter into the wind, and 1 will draw out a ſword 
after them. Thou ſhalt alſo take thereof a few in 
number, and bind them in thy ſkirts. Thus ſaith the 
Tord God, This is Jeruſalem, Ezek. v. 1—6. 
Theſe few hairs which were ordered to be ſhaved 
from the head and face, and hid in the flirt, I 
preſume, Madam, hold forth the ele of God, 
who are to be cut off from all confidence in the 
fleſh, or in the fleſhly arm of another, and Bound 
xp in the ſtirts of.the ever bleſſed Son of man, whole 
type Ezekiel was, by his twofold office, as a 
prieſt and prophet. And perhaps Mr. H. was 
apprehenſive that ſome of theſe choſen hairs, be- 
ing weak in faith, might ſtick to the Plaſterer's 
aſſumed robe, inſtead of flying into the Saviour's 
ſkirt, He might think it his duty to exerciſe the 
ſword of the Spirit, or the barber's razor, for the 
fame purpoſe that Ezekiel did. Not that I be- 
lieve there is the leaſt danger of deſtroying thoſe 
for whom Chriſt died; nor do ] believe it is in 
Mr. H. 's power, deal as faithful as he may, to 


ſtop thoſe that run before they are ſent; for wiſ- 
dom 
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dom ſays, that graceleſs men «vill rage and be confi- 
dent, when the righteous look well to their way. 

Query 9. Whether a man who can give no ac- 
count. of the power of religion, either in his 
writing or preaching, nor any evidence of it in 
his. life and converſation, can be ſaid to know 
any thing of the mew man; and if not, whether 
Mr. Huntington be to blame, for adviſing him 
to © Jet that juſt man alone?“ ſeeing *twas a part 
of Job's folly and confeſſion both, that be uttered 
things that he underſtooa not, things too wonderful 
for him, Job xlii. 3. 

Query 10. Mr. H. has proved his accuſer 
ignorant of, and a ſtranger to, the power of both 
law and goſpel, and conſequently ignorant of 
himſelf ; and as this is made plain in the Medern 
Plaſterer Detected, can he be charged any more 
with blame for telling him of it, than Jude, who 
called ſuch preachers fruitleſs trees, raging waves, 
and ſenſual men, having not the ſpirit, And as he 
cannot prove that God ever ſent him, 1t is no 
more a crime in Mr. H. to expoſe him, than it 
was in Paul, when he called ſuch men miniſters of 
Satan, Nor can you prove, that graceleſs maca- 
ronies, or carnal men, walking in the faſhions of 
the world, have any right to “ mount a roſirum,” 
or, if you pleaſe, to aſcend a pulpit, according 
to the Engliſh phraſe ; for I ſuppoſe you are not 
acquainted with the Latin. word raſtrum: if you 


had, you would not have produced that as a 
B 2 fault 
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fault in the preacher, who, under the maſk of 
Candour, you ſecretly intend to injure. | 

Query 11. Whether Mr. H. can be charged 
with want of candour, for calling one of his 
flanderers “ the Reverend Mr. Belly,” more 
than Paul was, for calling the Cretians liars, evil 
beaſts, flow bellies, Titus i. 12, ſeeing Mr. Belly 
did bely Mr. H. in the pulpit, in the hearing 
of many witneſſes; and my brother owned to 
me, in the preſence of Mr. Terry, that Mr. 
Huntington was the man Mr. Belly levelled his 
diſcourſe at; which Mr. B. has ſince denied: 
therefore my ſpiritual father might juſtly call him, 
as Paul did the Cretians, a liar, an evil beaſt, and 
one of à ſow belly; and might juſtly add, bis 

witneſs is true; therefore rebuke them ſharply, 

Query 12. Whether ranking an adverſary 
te among thoſe birds that are not worth a charge,” 
be any more a ſin with Mr. H. than in the 
Spouſe, who begged that the litile foxes migbt be 
taken; which muſt be done by ſhooting at them 
with God's bow, or taking them in his trap? 
and whether the name ſparrow, applied to a 
railer, be any worſe than the name fox, wolf, or 
hypocrite, who attempts to pick motes out of the 
eyes of others, when he has fo many beams in bis 
own? and whether this imprudent, nay, impe- 
Tious ſtep of yours, in zſurping authority over the 
man, and aſſuming the higheſt office, where your 
ſubjection and ſilence is demanded, be not likely 

to 
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to be attended with as bad conſequences, as the 
rebellion of Vaſbti; who, by her breaking her 


marriage-covenant by diſobedience, and diſ- 
daining compliance with the royal command of 
her ſovereign and huſband, was likely to endan- 
ger the head both of the king and his nobles, by 


her bad example ſet before the ladies of Perſia, 


until their aſpiring hopes were daſhed, by a new 
act of toleration granted to the men, according 
to the council of Memucan, the chief ſpeaker in 
that houſe of peers, Eſth. i. If her diſloyalty 
and diſobedience to an earthly ſovereign was ſo 
dangerous both to the king and his ſubjects, 
what muſt yours be, who have tranſgreſſed all 
the divine and poſitive commands of the King of 
kings ? and, without either warrant or precedent, 
have preſumed to contradi& the charge of a 
whole ſociety of Evangeliſts (which you have 
done by declaring Mr. H. no Antinomian), and 
preſuming to teach even the ambaſſador of the 
King of Heaven (as you ſay Mr. H. is ſent of 
| God). Theſe proceedings are a ſcandal to Hepb- 
zi- bab, and a bad example to the young princes, 
I mean the virgin daughters of Sion. O fy, fy, 
this is Mara de Fleury indeed. —bitterneſs in bloom. 
A thouſand pities it were not nipt in the bud! 
Query 13. Whether a combination of men, 
who meet together for the purpoſe of preaching, 
diſputing, and railing againſt others, as is clearly 


| ſtated in the Plaſterer, who make ſport of the 
B 3 ſervants 


4 $$, 


r 


1 
| 
1 
Þ 
4 
| 4 
j 
[2 
©, 


. 
- . * . : bs % ba © * 
2 .-- * * — * 
n r ww 7 — - r r ww * "Ti 
. 


* rens 
- 


( 22 | 


ſervants of God—calling them air-balloons, which 
to my certain knowledge the ſecretary of that 
ſociety has done, &c. may not be as juſtly called a 
club, a combination, or a fpouting club, as a 
diſputing club. By Iſaiah it is called [an unlaw- 
ful] confederacy, and by David, a company of hypo- 
critical mockers. Neither puts nor clubs are vn- 
ſcriptural expreſſions, David ſpeaks of water 
ſpouts, and Solomon ſpeaks of mauls, or clubs, 
which fale-bearers make ule of to knock people 
at head in the dark. 

Now, Madam, you come with your hypocri- 
tical appeal. Theſe few extracts may ſerve for 
« a ſpecimen of the whole, and they are ſufficient 
« for me to ground this queſtion upon—ls this 
<« the ſpirit of the goſpel ? does this language be- 
< come the ſeriouſneſs and dignity of a miniſter 
de of Jeſus Chriſt??? To which I anſwer, I have 
already proved by this mode of yours, you might 
repreſent the Bible in a worſe light than Mr, H. 8 
pamphlet. I have alſo proved that you might 
repreſent the bleſſed Saviour himſelf, and all his 
apoſtles, in a worſe light alſo, if you paſs over 
all the doctrines of the Bible, as you have done 
the doctrines of the above pamphlet, and cull 
out only the appellations and threatenings which 
the ſcriptures level at ſlanderers and falſe preach- 
ers. I further add, that theſe extracts of yours, 
which you call radeneſs, ſpleen, bitterneſs, and ran - 
cour, are ſcripture phraſes, except the words ſur- 


* 


3 
plus, gown, caſſock, negus, and the word gun, which 
you may call agreeable to ſcripture—ſrong drink, 
and bows and arrows. As you have ridiculed 
Mr. H. for making uſe of ſcriptural expreſſions 
(where he has proved them applicable), I aſk if you 
don't fall under Paul's double charge If any teach 
otherwiſe, and conſent not to wholeſome words, even 
| the words of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, and to the 
doctrine which is according to godlineſs; be (or fhe) 
is proud, knowing nothing, but doting about queſtions, 
and ſtrife of words, whereof cometh ſtrifes, railings, 
and evil ſurmiſings, 1 Tim. vi. 3, 4. I much ſuſ- 
pect that you are one of Paul's doters, that know 


nothing of power; for I obſerved, as ſoon as _ 


read your letter, not knowing the author, that he 
or ſhe was a ſtranger to the divine power of reli- 
gion, The other charge of Paul is, that women 
keep ſilence, not pretend to teach, nor gſurp authoe 
rity over the man, which you pay no regard to. 
I muſt remind you again of my motto. Theſe 
things ſeem to be out of ſight, and out of mind 
with you. It is in vain that you recommend any 
divine rule to others, while you break through 
the poſitive bounds that God has ſet, in every 
line you wrote. Caſt out your own beam, and then 
you will ſee the mate, God never ſent a miniſter 
of his to be taught by a woman ; nor did he ever 
give any woman a command to teach a goſpel 
miniſter, Tis true, Saul went to the witch of 
4 for inſtruction; but it was not till the Lord 

B 4 refuſed 
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refuſed to anſwer him, either by dream, Trim, or 
prophet, x Sam. xxviii. 6. and ſhould this be the 
caſe with my father, I dare ſay he will petition you 
to divine for him. But at preſent he cannot be 
perſuaded that any ſoul can be a partaker of 
the grace of God, or have the fear of him before 
their eyes, that can publicly break through the 
bounds of God's poſitive command, and pre- 
ſumptuouſly aſſume the place of the Great 
Prophet of the church, who has promiſed to give 
a mouth and wiſdom to all his miniſters. 


Query 14. If a miniſter be as you aſſert a 

_ dignified character, and you allow Mr. Hunting- 
ton.to be one of that character, as your letter 

_ expreſſes, whether women, who are ſo often 
commanded to be ſilent, ſubject, and never to 
uſurp authority over the man, can from the word 
of God be juſtified, in thus preſuming, dictating, 
and commanding theſe dignified officers to pro- 
pheſy ſmooth things, to propheſy deccits, and to leave 
erroneous and abuſive men in quiet poſſpſſion of 
their errors, and hypocritical profeſſors in quiet 
poſſeſſion of their ways, under the notion of 
being meek and gentle towards all men? and whether 
women have any warrant from God's book to 
pretend to ſearch the bearts and try the reins of 
faithful miniſters, and to attempt to prove them, 
as you have done, acting from principles of 
rancour and ſpleen within ;” ſeeing God has de- 


clared it is their _ to uſe ſharpneſs as well as 
gentleneſs; 


 _ FEST z 
gentleneſs; God ſays, that thoſe that can abaſe 
the proud, and tread down the wicked, ſhall be — 
by their own hand, Job xl. 11—14. 

I hope, Madam, you will not be offended at 
my queries, ſince it is done from a pure diſin- 
tereſted love to Mr. Huntington, whom I have 
the greateſt cauſe to eſteem, from the wonders 
God has done for my ſoul by his inſtrumentality 
and as I judged that you wanted employment for 
an idle hour, as well as to make a penny, and 
cut ſomething of a flouriſh in the world as an 
authoreſs, I thought I would employ your leiſure 
time, and take the burden from my father's. 
back (indeed your letter ſeems much beneath 
his attention), ſeeing there is a combination of 
twenty-four to one againſt him already; beſides, 
an evangelic aſſociation, whoſe charaters you 
affirm to be eſtabliſhed in the churches, and 
whoſe weapons you ſay are ſpiritual, can never 
ſtand in need of a female tongue or pen to fight 
for them; much leſs as the Lord's hoſt, or a com- 
pany of good ſoldiers, would they fly for refuge, 
or take ſanctuary in a woman's gown tail. There 
was no call for acknowledging that you was not 


one of the Evangelic Aſſociation, though *tis 


a thouſand pities but you was, as it conſiſts 
chiefly of old women; yet if you had, no ex- 
perienced chriſtian would have thought you an 
evangeliſt, for you know neither law nor goſpel 
with reſpect to the power of it. If the law was 


+ 


4 "A 


* ö 1 r * * > . — 222 — — 
"of" 1 2 A, » - 0 N oy W _ - oy . 
e —— a $- RE. . 2 * — 


+ 
i 
Wt 
N 
4 b 
N 
1 
0 
1 
77 
10 
1 
WE. 
$ 


L WY 

to come to you as it did to Paul, fin would re- 
vive, and you would die to fin, and not break 
the commands as you do, in pretending to teach, 
when you ought to be ſilent. It is to be feared 
you are alive without the law, as you pay ſo little 
regard to the goſpel; beſides, what perſon would 
have thought of a woman's joining an aſſociation 
of evangeliſts? we read of Pope Joan, but 1 
never read of Pope Maria among the Cardinals 
that I remember, 


Query 15. Whether your charge againſt Mr. — 


Huntington of rudeneſs, ſpleen, rancour, bitterneſs, 
—guilty of error, not knowing the believer's 
rule, nor the law as a covenant of works, from 
the law as a rule;—theſe things you have brought 
againſt Mr. H. whom you own. is a miniſter of 
Chriſt in your letter; I ſay, is not your charge 
againſt him as God's ſervant more reprehenſible 
than his charge againſt railers, falſe accuſers, 
and falſe teachers? if ſo, don't you judge another 
man's ſervant? which is the thing you forbid in 
him; are you not guilty of the ſame thing that 
you blame in him? then who is the moſt culpable 
—he for doing his duty, in trying them that ſay 
they are apoſtles and are not, or you in your rebel- 

lion againſt the command of God, which tells 
you not to teach, not to uſurp authority, but to be 
in Alence - pbyſician, heal thyſelf. Thoſe that ſer 
themſelves up for reprovers, or preſcribers of 


rules to others, ought to ſtand clear of diſobe- 
dience, 
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dience, leſt when they caſt their pearls to a * 
poſed ſwine, he turn again and rend them. 


Query 16. Whether the words ſpleen, rancour, 
rudeneſs, bitterneſs, and oh fie fie, which you pro- 
duce as the fruits of your candour, do not ſound 
as harſh as the names © Simon Magus and Aleu- 
ander the copperſmith,” which you call the 
effects of Mr. Huatington's ſpleen? and whether 
if Mr. H. was to ſay of you © that the devil had 
ſtirred you up to ridicule his character, and 
injure his miniſtry,” it could be either con- 
demned or diſapproved, ſeeing the word of God 
in my motto ſo ſtrictly and repeatedly tells you 
not to teach, not to uſurp autbority over the man, but 
zo be in filence ; yea, that it is even a ſhame for a 
woman to ſpeak, As God's word forbids it, and 
you make manifeſt your diſobedience thereto, 
the devil muſt have ſet you at it, and you pro- 
claim your rebellion, Madam, which according 
to my motto ſays, a woman Hall not teach, nor 
uſurp authority over the man. 


I ſhall now take a paragraph from your r candid 
performance, the ſubject on which you wrote: 
6 It is impoſſible to form any proper idea of the 


ce ſermon on which you ſo largely comment, a 


<« the Evangelical Aſſociation have not yet pub- 


« liſhed it; you have retailed a part of it to us 


e in ſcraps, but I could as eaſily form a judg- 
% ment by a few mangled limbs covered with 
90 blood and mire torn from a dead body, whe- 


ce cher 
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te ther the perſon when living was handſome or 
© not, as pronounce on the merit of this ſermon 
ec from the deranged fragments oy have laid 
“ before us. 


One would think by this paragraph that you 
were a lady of the faculty, as well as a miſtrefs 
of arts and a teacher of divinity; and that you had 
got all your doctrines at Surgeons Hall; for 
although there is no more ſavour of divinity in 
your letter than there is in the white of an egg, 
nor any more account of the power of religion 
than what Dol Bridget or Mother Shipton could 
give, yet you ſeem to know ſomething of mangled - 
limbs, and the manner of drawing them from 
the dead body. How came you ſo well ac- 
quainted with mangled limbs? ſzek not the living 
among the dead—the Saviour is not here, he is 
riſen; give not way to that low ſpirit that ſpeaks 
and mutters out of the duſt. 


Query 17. Whether this candid harangue 
from a rebellious woman, who is commanded to 
be in filence, according to my motto, does nor 
look as much like ſpleen, and as unſcriptural, as 
any fragment ſhe has extracted from the Mopzrn 
Pr AsTERER DETECTED ? and whether it is poſſible 
to put together a conſiſtent body of divinity, 
from an inconſiſtent jumble of falſehood ? and 
whether Mr. Huntington can be more blamed 
for tranſcribing above half a fourpenny ſermon 


of n falſehood levelled at his character in 
his 


12 1 
his book, than you can, who have extracted only 
about four pages from a ſhilling pamphlet of 
ſound and excellent divinity ? You need not have 


charged Mr. H. with © deranging of the ſermon,” 
for there was no arrangement in it; nor did I 


know what, the preacher would be at when 1 
heard it preached, nor thoſe that were with me, 


who were much better judges than myſelf; twas 


darkening council by words without knowledge 


indeed, for we underſtood nothing but the text: 
Aas for the preacher he did not underſtand that; 
Mr. H. is therefore juſtifiable in ſaying that he 
was a ſtranger to the new man, and he is equally 
ſo by ſaying he knew nothing of the old, for he 
could give no account of the battles, warrings, 
ſtrugglings and contentions between the company 
of two armies the ſpouſe ſpeaks of in the Can» 
ticles, | 

Another quotation of yours,—** Now if this 
« promiſe be fulfilled to you, and the railing 


ct you ſo plentifully beſtow upon others be re- 
“ turned into your own boſom, it will make 


« your ears tingle.“ 


Query 18. According to the text that you 
quote in the above paragraph, who is the object 
that is to receive the plentiful return? Does it 
not fall to his ſhare, who dealt the firſt meaſure ? 
and who were they, but thoſe that in the public 
pulpit charged Mr. H. with @ thirſt for blood? 
with taking texts that modeſt men would bluſh 
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at, and ſenſible men be aſhamed of, with Anti- 


nomianiſm, with ſophiſtry, &c. &c. I heard 
theſe things myſelf, and that with grief of heart 
becauſe I had felt ſo much of the power of God 
under Mr. H.'s miniſtry, which I ſhall never at- 
tribute to him, but to his God, from whom the 
power came, which I believe will end in my eter- 
nal ſalvation; and I add, if the church of God 
at large knew how that Plaſterer, and ſeveral 


others of the combination, had ridiculed, ſcoffed, 


railed, ſported, and jeſted about Mr. H. in my 
hearing—upright men would be aſtoniſhed at it, and 
the innocent would ſtir up himſelf againſt the bypocrite, 
Job xvii. 8. You own yourſelf that Mr. H. is ſent 
of God to preach, and that he is no Antinomian, 
If fo, has he not a juſt right to vindicate his teſti- 


moay and character againſt ſuch accuſations,. ac- 


cording to your own rule? You'll pardon my 
warmth, Madam; for I am zealouſly affected to 
Mr. H. to his life, walk, converſation, and mi- 
niſtry, and have the greateſt reaſon of any one 


living ſo to be, as he was the inſtrument, under 


God, of bringing me to my preſent ſtate of bliſs 
and happineſs; on which account I cannot en- 
dure to ſee my poor father in Chriſt hen- pecked 
by a woman, whoſe writings are ſo deſtitute of 
that ſavoury meat that young heirs of promiſe are 
fo ſond of. I tried hard in my letters to prove 
Mr. H. erroneous, as well as you; but his 
weighty and powerful anſwers ſoon convinced 


173. 1 


me that I was wrong, and that the power was of 
God.; and this letter of yours as fully convinces 


me that you are not right, becauſe you are guilty 
of all that you reprove in him. 

Another quotation from yours The ſubject 
&« js important, and, if I underſtand the preacher 


« right, Sir, you have moſt groſsly miſunder- 


* ſtood him.” And I think you have moſt 
groſsly miſunderſtood, and falſely interpreted Mr. 
H.'s reply to the Plaſterer ; for as the ſermon on 
the law eſtabliſhed by faith, publiſhed by Mr. H. 
was bought and attempted to be diſſected from 
the pulpit by the Plaſterer, who preached from 
Mr. H. 's text, and as the eſtabliſhment of the 
law was the principal point that was to be 
handled, and Mr. H. 's eſtabliſhment of the law 
to be overthrown by the Plaſterer; Mr. Hunt» 
ington therefore culled out every baſis of the 
Plaſterer's diſcourſe on which he had fixed the 


law, and publiſhed them to the church at large, 


as it was publicly levelled at him (which was 
abſolutely the caſe, for the Plaſterer declared to 
me ſince, that he * did it out of kindneſs to the 


man,” which he muſt perfectly well remember, 
nor can he deny it, unleſs he chuſes to give 


conſcience the lie); it was levelled alſo at his 
| fermon quoted and plundered by him, and ſome 
of it delivered as his own doctrine. In ſhort, 
Madam, they both handled one text;—the baſis 
on which Mr, H, eſlabliſned the law is now in 

2 print; 
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print; —the baſis on which the Plaſterer eſtabliſh- 
ed his againſt Mr. H.'s antinomianiſm are in 
print alſo, and are fairly quoted and publiſhed 
verbatim; now the query is, whether one of my 
father's baſes is overthrown, and whether one 
of the Plaſterer's baſes is according to truth; Mr. 
H. ſays he can defend his own, and has proved 
every one of the Plaſterer's to be unſcriptural z 
if ſo, who is in the error? He well knows, and 
ſo do the whole combination, that the Mopzrn 
PLAaSTERER DETECTED” is unanſwerable upon 
their principles, therefore ſilence beſt becomes 


them, as the ſcriptures will not afford them either 


ſhelter or encouragement ; nevertheleſs I ſhould 


not be ſurpriſed if they treat it with private re- 


proach, or ſay it is not worth their notice; So- 
lomon ſays, A fool, if be boldeth bis peace, ſhall be 
| eftcemed wiſe; and if you defend what cannot be 
proved, and oppoſe what cannot be overthrown, 
none but the accuſer of the brethren, and father 
of lies, will approve your candour, 


The Plaſterer never once mentioned the law 
in the heart of the Surety; he never once mentioned 
the law going forth out of Zion: he never deſcribed 
what the law was in a believer's heart; therefore, 
whether he meant the law as a covenant of 
works, or as a rule of conduf?, the matter lays 


here—are any one of the Plaſterer's baſes, on 


which he eſtabliſhed the law, agreeable to God's 


word ? my Father declares they are not, and tis 


the 


33 ] 


the Plaſterer's buſineſs to prove him a liar (if he 
can), and make his ſpeech nothing worth, Job xxiv. 
25, and if he cannot (which conſcience tells him 
is really the caſe, for a good ſoldier of Jeſus 


Chriſt will ever ſtand forth with boldneſs in the 


defence of truth), I ſee no reaſon why a miniſter 
of Chriſt ſhould be hen-pecked (for you can call 
it no better) by a woman, for defending his own 
teſtimony and character: I muſt remind you 
once more of my motto] permit not a woman ts 
teach, nor to uſurp autbority over the man, but to be 
in filence, My Father has no objection to the 
Plaſterer's publiſhing his own ſermon, ſo as *tis 
agreeable to the original one; and if he is called 
upon in vindication of his own character, he has 
no objection to publiſh and difſe& another ſer- 
mon delivered by the Plaſterer, in order to prove 
to the church at large that he neither knows the 
truth nor preaches it. | 

Another quotation from yours: © I am far, 
« Sir, from thinking you an Antinomian, bur I 
c believe your error lies here, you do not diſ- 
e tinguiſh between the law as a covenant of 
« works, and as a rule of the believer's conduct.“ 
I am ſorry to think that a man, diſciplined by 
the law for upwards of twenty years, and deli- 
vered with ſo high a hand, ſent out by the great 
Prophet of the Church, and uſed to the conver- 
ſion and eſtabliſhment of ſo many hundred ſouls, 
ſhould be ſo ignorant. Surely the Saviour has 
not fulfilled his promiſe, or the Spirit's teaching 
C muſt 
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muſt be very deficient in my Father, that he is 


to learn the laſt part of his miniſtry at the feet 
of a ſchoolmiſtreſs. I think you find fault with 
Mr. H. for ſending the © Plaſterer for a leſſon to 
a ſchoolmiſtreſs, when you at the ſame time 
aſſume the office by ſending leſſons to him: I 
muſt not only remind you. of my motto, but 
return the old proverb—Phyjcian, heal thyſelf. 


The difpute that ſome time ago took place, 
and has been long held with my Father, is this: 
Whether the ten commandments alone be the 
believers only all-ſufficient rule of life, excluſive 
of all other fcriptures as a part of that rule, or 
whether the whole revealed will of God be the 
believers rule, which whole revealed will includes 


the law; my Father inſiſts on the latter, and the 


man that firſt begun the diſpute with him inſiſts 
on the former; this is the diſpute which your 
Excellency is to ſettle. 

In the laſt ſcrap that I quoted from yours, you 
tell Mr. Huntington that you have found out 


« where his error lays;” now as you have found 
it out, your next buſineſs is to diſentangle him, 


and 'tis to be hoped that you will do it with ſome 
account of that ſpiritual walk which alone can 
be conſiſtent with the law, the carnal mind being en- 


mity to God—not ſubjeft to the law of God, nor in- 


| deed can be; you know the oracles aver, that thoſe 
that walk in the ſpirit ſhall not fulfil the luſts of the 
” 4px 


Query 


Sa 1] 


Query 19. Now ſuppoſe that what Mr. Hun- 
tington's adverſaries have aſſerted be true, that 
the ten commandments alone, excluſive of the 
preceptive parts of ſcripture, be the believer's 
only rule of life, then what will you do with 
Paul's rule— As many as deſire to make a fair ſhew 
in the fleſh, they conſirain you to be circumciſed, only 
left they ſhculd ſuffer perſecution for the croſs of Chriſt ; 
For neither they themſelves who ares circumciſed keep 
the law, but defire to have you circumciſed, that they 
may glory in your fleſh, But God forbid that I ſhould 
glory, ſave in the croſs of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, by 
whom the world is crucified unto me, and 1 unto the 
world. For in Chriſt Jeſus neither circumciſion avail- 
eth any thing, nor uncircumciſion, but a new creature. 
And as many as walk accoraing to this rule, peace be 
on them, and mercy, and upon the Iſrael of God. 
Gal. vi. 12-16, Again, read the third chapter 
of Paul to the Philippians, where he commands 
joy in the Lora—and commends true circumciſion—a 


worſhipping of Ged in the ſpirit, a rejoicing in Jeſus 


Chriſt—a counting all things but loſs for Chriſt, that 
he may be found in him—that he might know him, and 
the pc tver of his reſurreficn, and the fellowſhip of 
his ſufferings, by à conformity to his death, that he 


might attain unto the reſurrection of the dead, fer the 


which be apprebended the Saviour, and the Saviour 
apprebended him ; after which he preſſed forward, 
and aimed at the mark that ſecures the prize; let as 
many as are perfect be thus minded; and if in any 
thing ye be otherwiſe minded, God Pall reveal even 

C2 | this 
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this unto you. Nevertheleſs, whereto we have already 


attained, let us walk by the ſame rule, let us mind 
the ſame things, Philip. iii. 16. 


Here lies your difficulty, Madam; whether 
the ten commandments of themſelves be the 
believer's only rule of life, as Mr. Huntington's 
firſt oppoſer declared they were; and if you 
agree with him, and ſay yes, then I aſk what you 
will do with theſe rules of Paul? but if you 
anſwer, according to this part of your letter, 
« We ought not in order to eſtabliſh one glo- 
rious truth ſtrike out another,” and affirm, 


that the ten commands are not to be eſta- 


bliſhed as the believer's only rule, ſo as to 
exclude Paul's goſpel rule, and other parts of 


ſcripture, then you are an Antinomian as well as 


Mr. Huntington, by holding the ſentiments of 
his ſermon, which declares the whole revealed 
will of God to be the believer's rule of life, and 


not the ten commandments only. Your anſwer 


to this muſt be expreſſive of your judgment on 
this point; before which determination, it will 
be neceſſary for you to conſider, whether you do 
not take many unwarrantable ſteps in your goſpel 
profeſſion (I will not ſay poſſeſſion), that are not 
to be found 1n the ten commandments. No man 
can ſay that Mr. Huntington ever aſſerted that 


we are without the law of love to God, or that 


we are not under the law (of love and obedience) 
to Chriſt; nor can they ſay he lives a lawleſs life. 


I would 
6 | 
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J would to God that the Plaſterer, and others 
that accuſe him, lived and laboured in as diſin- 
tereſted a way as he does. He has ever enforced 
obedience both to God and Chriſt: ift. from 
God's everlaſting love to his eleft;—2dly, from a 


| ſpiritual union with Chriſt, without which the branch 


ean bring forth no fruit of itſelf ;—3dly, from the 
promiſe of God's love never being taken from the elect; 
—4thly, from the Spirit's work on the ſoul—we 
are to ſerve in the newneſs of the ſpirit, and not in 


the oldneſs of the letter ;—5thly, from God's promiſe 


of putting his fear and writing his laws on the bearts 
of the eleft—[ will put my ſpirit within you, and 
cauſe you to walk in my ſtatutes, and ye ſhall keep my 
judgments and do them, Ezek. xxxvi. 27, 6thly, 
from God's promiſe to work in his people both to 
will and to do of his own good pleaſure; —7thly, from 
a walk in the ſpirit—walk in the ſpirit, and ye ſhall 
not fulfil the luſts of the fleſh ;—8thly, from the im- 


mutability of God's love, which when enjoyed is 


the fulfilling of the law—who ſhall ſeparate us from 
the love of God; —and laſtly, from the promiſe of 
their ſafe arrival in heaven, who follow Chriſt in 
the regeneration. 


Enforcing obedience from theſe things he 


thinks is preaching the goſpel doing the work of 


an evangeliſt, and magnifying the office of a mi- 
niſter of the ſpirit, much more than ſetting the 
law perpetually before the children of God as 
their only rule of life; but as the above ſpiri- 
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tual points cannot be handled nor deſcribed by 
men deſtitute of the ſpirit and of goſpel expe- 
rience, they are obliged to urn aſide to vain jang- 
ling, or to the miniſtry of the letter, though they 
know not what they Jay, nor whereof they affirm.— 
This, Madam, is the Antinomianiſm that Mr, 
Huntington preaches, lives, and enjoys, and the 
good effects of it is viſible on his congregation, 
who are known and read of all men, as living epiſtles 
not legal workmongers; and if the above 


evangelical method will not produce evangelical 


obedience, enforcing the letter is not likely 
to do it. I bleſs God for Mr. H.'s Antinomi- 
aniſm, as ſome call it; and I bleſs God for his 
life and converſation, which has never ſtaggered 
me, as the vain and trifling converſation of the 


Plaſterer has done, and others alſo who belong 


to that combination, | 
Another quotation from yours“ Let us em- 


e brace the whole truth; every part of truth is 


precious, and not to be parted with.“ In theſe 
words you have eltabliſhed all that my Father has 
ſaid; theſe allertions of yours overthrow all that 


his adverſaries have levelled at him ;—why ſurely . 


you know not what you are, about? If every 
truth is to be embraced, then the whole will of 


God is the Chriſtian's rule, and all that Chriſt 


commands is to be obeyed, though it cannot be 
found in the ten commands; for they reveal not 


the Saviour, nor do they direct to faith, nor truſt 
k yo 
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in another for life, If you don't take care you 
will appear an Huntingtonian to all intents and 
purpoſes. You are running, but "tis at. an uncer- 
tainty; you are fighting, but you only beat the air; 
however, as it comes from one of the weaker 
ſex, who according to my motto is not to teach, 
but to be in filence, it is hoped it will be over- 


looked, as my Father is a man of candour. 


I admire your prayer, “ What we know not 
« may He teach us; and what we do know may 
% He enable us to adorn, by ſhewing forth a good 


© converſation in all the meekneſs of wiſdom.” 


But the thing is, they that give laws ſhould keep 
them; and can you be faid to adorn the truth by 
aſſuming to teach ana uſurp, when the truth itſelf 
charges you not to do it? Can rebellion againſt 
it be called adorning of it? Can you condemn 


the converſation of the man you oppoſe ? Is there 
any meekneſs in all your raillery againſt him, and 


the errors you have falſely accuſed him of? Is 
there any wiſdom in your quoting a page or two 
of ſcraps out of his book, juſt to injure his mi- 
niſtry, without taking notice of any one truth in 


all the book? Will you call rebellion, railing, 


hypocriſy, and an attempt to ſlander and injure 
the miniſter and miniſtry of truth, * — 
of it in meekneſs and wiſdom?” 


Another quotation from yours—** The law, as 
« a covenant of works, has nothing to do with 
* the believer in Jeſus.” 1 never heard Mr. 

CS 4. Huntington 


( © J 


Huntington ſay ſo much againſt the law in my 
life; you do not plow with his beifer, and therefore 
you cannot find out his riddle. I. believe the law, as 
2 covenant of works, commands love to God 


and the neighbour, and the goſpel reveals and 


gives this love; without the application of which 
no fleſh can be ſaved (agreeable to Mr. Hun- 
tington's doctrine). And further, the law com- 
mands good works ; and God works in the be- 
liever both to will and to do them. 


Another quotation from yours: * It cannot 
tc curſe the believer, becauſe his Surety has re- 
« deemed him from its curſe, by bearing it him- 
ec ſelf in his own body on the croſs. It has no 
«© commanding power over him, becauſe it is 
te completely fulfilled, magnified and made ho- 
&« nourable by Jehovah our Righteouſneſs,” — 
This is as bad Antinomianiſm as any Mr, Hun- 
tington is accuſed of, but you do not ſee the law 
in the heart of the ſurety as he does. You Tay the 
te believer longs to have the law written upon his 
heart,” but my Father inſiſts upon it, that a man 
is not a believer, nor ſenfibly þrought into the 
bonds of the covenant, until the whole of the 
law is written upon his heart by the ſpirit of the 
living God. My Father does not deny the © per. 
fection of the law,” nor its being a glorious 
tranſcript of God's will, but he ſays 'tis not the 
whole of his will; for there are perfections ſhin- 
jog in the face of Chriſt that never ſhone in the 


law; 


ta! 


law; and therefore the ten commandments are 
not to be exalted, to the excluſion of the reſt of 
the Bible, or the commands of the Saviour. 
You ſay the whole life of the Saviour was 
ce ſpent in obedience to the law, and that it was 
% a rule by which he ſquared all his thoughts, 
cc words, and actions,” I anſwer, the Saviour 
had his ſheep to gather, his goſpel to preach, his 
kingdom to found, his people to redeem, the 
conditions 'of the new covenant to perform, as 
well as the precepts of the old to obey ; ſo the 
believer has a Saviour to believe, a ſalvation to 
work out, a croſs to bear, an imputed righteouſ- 
neſs to ſeek, grace and ſtrength to fetch in, and 
a path in the regeneration to find, though the 
ten commands ſay nothing about it. Though 
the Saviour had the law to fulfil, yet it was not 
all that he had to do; the whole of his heavenly 
father's wILL was his RULE, and not a part 
"thereof; all was fulfilled that was wRITTEN in 
the Law, in the PROPHETS, and in the PSALMS con- 
cerning him. I came not to do mine own will, but the 
will of bim that ſent me. As you talk ſo much 
about the law and the ſpirit, I wiſh you would 
in your next publication ſend an account of the 
force and killing power of the law on you, as 
Paul did ; for there are many that talk about it, 
who are alive without ihe law, as Paul once was; 
and what the ſweet, enlarging, comforting, and 
conſtraining operations of the Spirit are; I don't 
Os | want 
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want to know the ſpeech of them that are puffed up, 
but the power—for the kingdom of God is not in 
word, but in power, 

I never heard Mr. Huntington ſay we are not 
under the law of love and holineſs to Chriſt 
Jeſus; but he inſiſts on the law being in the 
Surety's heart; and on the law of love and holi- 
neſs in the conſtraining power of the ſpirit on 
the believer's mind; and all other perſons he 
takes to be phariſees, or looſe livers, notwith- 
ſtanding all their outcry about the law as the 
only rule of life, and all their rancour and malice 
againſt others as Antinomians. I know Mr, 
Huntington has got Witfius on the Covenants, be- 
cauſe he has offered to give them away; not out 
of any diſlike to the ſound words of them, but 
becauſe the author treats ſo little about that 
power that he had rather die than loſe the bleſſed 
and feeling ſenſe of, without the aſſiſtance of 
which, I firmly believe, he would act as bad as 
you do, who enforce rules for others, and charge 
them with errors, while you are guilty of abſo- 
lute rebellion yourſelf, according to my motto, 
which is, I permit not a woman to teach, nor to 
uſurp authority over the man, but to be in filence. 
Truth hath averred, that thoſe who are diſobe- 
dient, are to every good word and work repro- 
bate; and the former is what he condemns in 
you, becauſe you give no account of the terrors 
of the law on your own heart, as Paul did, nor 


of 
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of the delivering, conſtraining, and comforting 
power of the Holy Ghoſt upon the foul, which 
the real believer enjoys; and without which he 
can never live to the honour of God, live above 
the world, nor ſee his intereſt clear in covenant. 


Mr. Huntington is not aſhamed of his life or 
conduct before men : He has never wrote againſt 
any man, till they began firſt to ſlander him; he 
is no hackney writer, nor does he eat the bread of 
idleneſs, nor act as you do—give rules for others, 
and break them yourſelf, according to my motto. 
This imperious, accuſing, deſigning, unſavory 
letter of yours, puts me in mind of ſome diſ- 
courſes that were levelled at me, on purpoſe to 
convert me from Popery, which in reality only 
| ſerved to eſtabliſh me, becauſe they could not 
touch my troubled mind; and like ſome that I 
have heard ſince, where there was a deal of blind 
| zeal about the law, but ſuch poor, unmeaning, 
inſipid, and confuſed deſcriptions of grace, and 
of the Spirit's conſtraining power on the ſoul, 
that they rather ſtirred up enmity, than excited 
my love and gratitude to God; and for my part, 
I muſt confeſs, where I have felt the moſt power, 
there I have ſeen the moſt holineſs; for 'tis nei- 


ther the hearers nor the preachers of the law are 


Juſt before God—but the doers of the law ſhall be 
juſtified; and he that enjoys a powerful union 
with Chriſt will be the beſt doer at laſt, I wiſh 
you would deſire either Mr. Belly, or the Plaſ- 
| | terer, 


ET 

terer, to publiſh an experimental treatiſe on a vit,/ 
union with Chriſt, and of a walk in the Spirit, with 
an appeal to God, that it 1s written out of their 
own hearts; then we ſhould ſee a noble perform- 
ance, well becoming an Evangelical Aſſocia- 
tion. | 5 | 
1 muſt now attempt a diſcovery of what you 
would, as an imperious woman, an aſpiring cha- 
racter, an hackney writer (that will undertake 
any ſubject), be glad to conceal- namely, your 
hypocriſy ; which appears ſixfold.— Tour hypo- 
criſy to God, — to his word. to your own con- 
ſcience,—to your allies, or the Aſſociation that 
encourage you,—to the cauſe of God,—and to 
Mr. Huntington, 

Firſt, your hypocriſy to God: you aſſert, that 
te you do not queſtion Mr. H.'s being called of 
& God, both as a Chriſtian and as a preacher,” 
and yet have done all that in your power lays to 
' repreſent him as erroneous, in order to hurt his 
uſefulneſs, and prejudice people's minds againſt 
him.—If you reproach the Lord's ambaſſador, 
you reproach the King of Zion—who you own has 
ſent him,—He that deſpiſeth whomſoever I ſend, de- 
ſpiſeth me, > 
| Your hypocriſy with the word of truth.—You 

paſſed over in filence every doctrine that is clear- 
ed in Mr. Huntington's book, and culled out 
what you hoped would countenance your hypo- 
criſy. I have proved, that you might by the 

EY, ſame 
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ſame method repreſent the Bible itſelf in as bad a 
light.—You are commanded to prove all things, 
and hold faſt that which is good. —Inſtead of that, 
you have fed upon the aſhes :—a deceived beart has 
turned you afide, 
Your hypocriſy to your own conſcience, —lIfF it 
5 was in favour of truth, why did you paſs over in 
ſilence every truth in Mr. H. 's book? and if con- 
ſcience juſtified your proceedings, that you was 
vindicating good men, in a good cauſe, and op- 
poſing of a proud, bitter, erroneous man, and that 
God's word warranted your proceedings againſt 
him, why did you not put your name to the prude 
ſyſtem ?—But being conſcious of your hypocritical 
intention, and fearing ſome honeſt neighbour 
might diſcover your hypocriſy, you judged it 
moſt proper to conceal it, | 
Your hypocriſy to your allies.—You have pre- 
| tended to write in vindication of the combina- 
tion's proceedings againſt Mr. H.; you have 
vindicated their honour, aſſerted their uſefulneſs, 
and their eſtabliſhed reputation in the miniſtry 
and in the churches, and yet under colour you 
have repreſented theſe very men in a ſcandalous 
point of light.—One of thoſe men that you vin- 
dicate, called Mr. H. an Antinomian in the 
public pulpit (and himſelf confeſſed to me in con- 
verſation, he was really the man he alluded to), 
others of the combination prayed over the diſ- 
_ courſe, and the reſt approved it by countenancing 


of 
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of it.—But you ſay you are © far from thinking 
him an Antinomian,” If your aſſertion be 
true, what muſt the public charge of the others 
be, but a falſe accuſation and a ſlander; and if 
you are right, are they not all wrong? Thus you 
have publicly contradicted the public charge of 
above twenty evangeliſts, and proved them falſe 
accuſers, under a candourous pretenſion of vin- 
dicating of them. 


Another aſſerted, that he was a man of ſuch a 

ſpirit, that he would ſwim this metropolis with 
blood, —This was done to repreſent him a © child 
of him that was a murderer from the beginning. 
You ſay no; you have no doubt of Mr. H.'s be- 
ing called of God, both as a Chriſtian and as a 
preacher.—ls this thy kindneſs to thy friends? 
4 Oh fie! fie! But this is not at all to be won- 
dered at: for I am informed that your conſcience 
will let you write on any ſubject.— Tou can pen 
a treatiſe on the words of divinity, though not on 
the power; write a poem on candour, or an hiſ- 
tory of anatomy or the diſſection of mangled 
limbs. 

Your hypocriſy in the cauſe of God ron 
have, contrary to your intentions, proved Mr. 
H. 's accuſers above mentioned, to have borne a 
falſe witneſs againſt him. — What will thoſe many 
hundred people think who heard thoſe charges 
brought in againſt Mr. H., when they come to 


read your crude thoughts ?—Will they not ſay 
10 that 
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that thoſe gentlemen were falſe apoſtles, or de- 
ceitful workers, for laying thoſe charges on him; 
or elſe that you are lifted up in the pride of Satan 
or the infallibility of a Pope, in E to 
of twenty evangeliſts. 

Your hypocriſy to Mr. Huntington —-- tell 
him that he is no Antinomian, and yet charge him 
with Antinomian principles, Vou believe him to 
be called and ſent of God, and yet charge him with 
rancour, ſpleen, and bitterneſs, for doing his of- 
fice, and vindicating his teſtimony.— Vou recom- 
mend candour to him, and heap ſlander on him,— 
How ſtrangely do thoſe entangle themſelves in 
_ difficulties, that meddle with religious matters 
while deſtitute of the power thereof, 

According to your judgment of a miniſter's 
ſtature, © Mr. H. is too big by one-half.” You 
ſay he is called and ſent of God to preach; if 
ſo, he is, according to God's word, ſet in the 
higheſt office, for there is no office above a mi- 
niſter of Chriſt in the church. Miniſters whom 
God ſends are officers or ſervants of the higheſt 
order in God's houſehold ; and pray what office 
have you aſſumed, or to what height or ſize have 
you aſpired, who are poſitively commanded noe? 
| to teach, not to uſurp authority over the man, but 10 

be in ſilence; nay, that it is even a ſhame for a 
woman to teach; yet you have broken through 


all bounds; and not contented with the higheſt 
office, 
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office, namely that of a teacher, you are become 
a teacher of teachers; for you have publicly con- 

tradicted, and expoſed to contempt, upwards of 
twenty evangeliſts; and though you condemn Mr. 
H. for ſending the Plaſterer to a ſchoolmiſtreſs 
for a leſſon, yet you have called Mr. H. to your 

foot, and have ſet him many leſſons; you have 
reproved him, corrected him, chaſtiſed him, in- 
ſtructed him, ridiculed him, and counſelled him; 
yea, and even diſputed his ſize, and told him 
how much is to be pared off; and yet you ſay he 
is called and ſent of God.—If miniſters are dig- 
nified characters, as you affirm, and perſons in 
the higheſt office, you are higher than the higheſt 
_ officers. —No wonder Mr. H. is lifted up in his 
office when you ſet him ſo bad an example. — Oh 
fy, fy, fy !—lIf he be too big by one half as a mi- 
niſter, you are certainly as an uſurper too big by 
all the four quarters. 

In order to magaify your office, and quit your- 
ſelf with honour in this buſineſs, which you had 
need to do, for you will ſurely be criticized, the 
following difficulties will devolve upon you, which 
you will be expected to make your reply to, and 
that with truth on your ſide. Don't put me off 
with a few empty, unmeaning, unſcriptural 
phraſes—ſuch as crude thoughts, mangled limbs, and 
candour, which mean any thing, or nothing, juſt 
as the partial or villainous author pleafes to 
conſtrue them; theſe are refuges of lies, thar 


hypo- 
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hypocrites fly to, when beat out of their falſe 
holds by the light and force of truth.—I know 
the ſenſe of words as well as you do; and though 


I do not expect humour, witticiſms, nor ſavour 
from you, for though wi/dom dwells with prudence, 


and finds out knowledge of witiy inventions, yet wiſ- 


dom dwells not with the imperious, but reſiſts the 
proud and beholds them afar off. — Clear the follow- 
ing difficulties by Scripture, and back them with 
the wholeſome words of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, that 


we may know who Ras got truth on their ſide— 


they that have truth on n their ſide, have God on 
their fide, 


Firſt, in order to vindicate your allies, you 
mult prove from the word of God, that an Aſo. 


ciation of Evangeliſts are warranted to call Mr. 
H. (who you ſay is ſent of God) * an air bal» 
4oon filled with inflammable air, that will mount 
up to heaven, and then fall and burſt to pieces.“ 


—* That he takes texts that good men would 


ſhudder at, and mudeſt men bluſh at.“ That 
he is a man of ſuch a ſpirit, that he would ſwim 
this metropolis with blood. That he is a mo- 


dern Antinomian, a ſophiſt, a cunning one, a 


player with arguments.” —Theſe things were ſaid- 
of him to my knowledge, without any offence 


given by Mr. H ,—You muſt by ſcripture juſtify 


theſe aſſertions, or give up your confeſſion, (viz.) 


5 that Mr. H. is called and ſent of God. 
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g Difficulty 2d. You muſt prove that Mr. H, 
has no right to vindicate his character or miniſtry, 
nor to give a public rebuke, though he be pub- 


licly ſlandered; that theſe that fin openly, are not to 


be openly rebuked; that the Saviour's woe falls not 
upon him through whom the offence (or flander ) cometh, 
but upon the flandered, whom God has called and 
ſent, —And that the additional meaſure promiſed to 


tbe firſt meter is to be heaped upon the head of the 


innocent ſufferer ; though God ſays, he will /urely 


reguite — and men are commanded to deal as they 


would be dealt with. 

Difficulty 3d. You muſt prove that the Plaſ- 
terer's eſtabliſhment of the law, or his various 
baſes, are agreeable to the word of God. They 


are fairly quoted, and publiſhed as he delivered 


them; which I am witneſs to, as I was preſent 
when the ſermon was preached. 

Difficulty 4th. You muſt prove that Mr. H. is 
in an error about the law as a rule of life, accord- 
ing to your aſſertion; which if it be an error, you 
have eſtabliſhed it, though I believe you did not 
intend ſo to do.— Mr. H.'s firſt oppoſer ſaid, the 
Ten Commandments are the believers only rule. 


of life.— Mr. H. ſays, the whole revealed will of 


God is his rule; you ſay the ſame.—“ We are 


not to put down one truth and ſet up another, 


but to embrace the whole truth,” Mr. H. ſays, 


we are predeſtinated, redeemed, adopted, and 
ſaved, according to God's ſovereign will; that 


all 
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all our inward and outward croſſes and trials are 
to be laid to the rule of our heavenly Father's 
will. —This is the will of God concerning us.—Mr. 
H. aſſerts, that Chriſt's voice is to be obeyed, 
whether it be found in the Ten Commandments 
or not: you ſay the ſame.— The preceptive part 
of Scripture is the believer's rule of conduct.“ 
Mr. H. ſays, the believer is delivered from the 
commanding and condemning power of the law, 
as a covenant of works, which commands doing 
for life. Lou ſay, ** the believer has nothing to 
« do with the law, it has no commanding power 
* over him; nor can it condemn him, becauſe it 
ce 1s magnified by Jehovah our Righteouſneſs, 
* who alſo bore the curſe of it. Mr. H. ſays, 
the believer has got both his law and his goſpel 
in the heart of that bleſſed object Chriſt Jeſus.— 
You ſay, “ the law is in the Surety's heart.“ 
Mr. H. ſays, we are not to go to Zion for ſalva- 
tion, and to Sinai for rules, for both are given 
forth by Zion's King. — The law went forth out of 
Zion, and the word of the Lord from Feruſalem.— 
You ſay, the believer © receives the law as a di- 
ic rectory from the hand of the Mediator.” Mr. 


H. aſſerts, that the perſon who has the Surety . 


righteouſneſs on him, and the ſpirit of Godin 
him, is the man in whom the righteouſneſs of the 
law is fulfilled, while he walks not after the fleſh but 
after the Spirit. Lou ſay, the believer ** cannot 

T3 |. « walk 
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* 
* 
* 
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* 
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&* walk according to the law as a rule, any further 


e than he walks in the Spirit.“ 


Thus, Madam, while you attempt to ene 
and injure Mr. H.'s miniſtry, you have eſta- 
bliſhed every branch of what his adverſaries call 
Antinomianiſm, and made your honourable allies 
appear as falſe accuſers of him and his miniſtry 
both.—If you was but acquainted with he power 
as well as ſome part of the letter of religion, the 
people would call you an Huntingtonian. As a 
mother in Iſrael, you no doubt, will go on to lay 
your injunctions upon Lemuel—even Lemuel the 
ſon of your vows ; and, as the head of the whole 
church, put forth your precepts, give your inter- 
ditions, and offer your benedictions, ſwaddled in 
candour, clothed with meekneſs, ſhod with ſweet- 
neſs, and ornamented with umverſal charity, and 
fleſhly affections. 

You have aſſerted, that one of Mr. W- 
ton's friends wiſhed you not to publiſh your Let- 
ter addreſſed to him.—It could not be one of 
Mr. H.'s friends, nor a friend to truth; becauſe 
the more hypocriſy is expoſed, the eaſier it is 
confuted, and the ſooner routed. | 

If any one diſſuaded you from it, it muſt have 
been to hide your ſhame, and prevent you from 


expoſing your own ignorance and a bad cauſe.— 


You are commanded 10 bold faſt that which you 
have, that no one take your crown. — If God ſhould 


deal with you for this your rebellion againſt his 


3 command, 
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command, as Ahaſuerus did with Vaſhti for her 
rebellion, what would become of the crown you 


pretend to. Surely you have ſet a worſe example 
for the daughters of Zion, than Vaſhti did for 
the ladies of Perſia and Media, from whom it 
was feared there would ariſe too much contempt and 
wrath, Eſt. i. 18. to prevent which the queen 
was depoſed, though her crime was nothing like 
yours, nor was ſhe ſo high in her own ſight as 
you are by daring preſumption. 


It is expected, Madam, that you will magnify 


your preſent aſſumed office, and acquit yourſelf 
in this buſineſs with that candour, truth, and 
honour, that becomes the dignified character of 
aà Teacher of Teachers, according to your own 
doctrine; until which I ſhall take my leave of 


you, and conclude, Reverend Madam, with all 


the reſpect and ſubmiſſion that is due to the dig- 
nified character and exalted office of. ſo venerable 
a-matron as a Mother Abbeſs, 


ELIZABETH MORTON. 
No. 54, Paternoſter Row, | 
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Shortly will be publiſhed, _— 
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S E R M O N; 


THE MUSIC AND ODOURS OF SAINTS, | 


Preached at PRovipence CHAPEL, 3 
Sept. 2, 1787. | 4 
Br WILLIAM HUNTINGTON, 8. s. 4 


From Rev. v. 8. 
And when be had taken the book, the four beafs and a ith 4 


four and twenty elders fell down before the Lamb, — 9 
having every one of them barps, and golden vials : 3 
full of odours, which are the prayers f ſaints, 9. 
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